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DETAILED ACTION 



1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/03/2005 has been entered. Claims 1-28 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-12 and 23-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claims 1 and 23 contain 
subject matter "rescaling said drawings in accordance with said axes and proportion to 
the modification in line size", which was not described in the specification in such a way 
as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 



Application/Control Number: 09/918,722 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2176 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16, 19 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shimomura and further in view of Chun et al. (Chun), US Patent No. 
6,115,501. 

6. As to claims 1, 12 and 23, Shimomura discloses a method for editing an 
electronic document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 

dividing said document into a plurality of regions, each region having .a reference 
axis, and wherein positions of said drawings are identified with respect to said axes 
(Abstract, col. 1, line 51 - col. 2, line 45: the document image is divided into a plurality 
of image regions in accordance with a diving line X-axis or Y-axis direction); 

receiving a request to modify a line size of said document (Shimomura discloses 
reduction means for reducing or scaling down each of the plurality of image regions 
divided by dividing means (col. 2, lines 12-31), thus, receiving a request to modify is an 
inherent feature of computer processing); and 
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rescaling said drawings in accordance with said modification in line size (col. 2 t 
lines 5-31 and col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 23: reducing or scaling down each of the 
plurality of image regions divided). 

However, Shimomura does not explicitly disclose rescaling said drawings in 
accordance with said axes. In the same field of endeavor, Chun discloses determining 
a position at which an amount of image information is reduced, whereby the position is 
an intersecting position of X-axis and Y-axis (Abstract and col. 24, lines 41-45). Since 
Chun disclose a method for dividing an image into a plurality of unit regions and 
reducing each of the unit regions, which is similar to dividing document image into 
image regions of Shimomura, thus they are analogous arts, and therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Chun and Shimomura to include rescaling images in 
accordance with said axes. Chun suggests that by rescaling or reducing the images is 
to transmit and store the images information at high resolution and thus enhancing the 
compaction and storage of images. 

7. As to claim 6, Shimomura and Chun disclose wherein said step of rescaling said 
drawings further comprises the step of rescaling offset distances between reference 
points of said drawings and said axes (Shimomura, col. 4, line 43 - col. 6, line 23). 
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8. As to claim 7, Shimomura and Chun disclose wherein said plurality of regions 
includes a left margin region, a body region, and a right margin region (Shimomura, col. 
4, line 43 -col. 6, line 23). 

9. As to claim 8, Shimomura and Chun disclose wherein said reference axes are 
horizontally-located in the center of said regions (Shimomura, col. 4, line 43 - col. 6, line 
23). 

10. As to claims 16 and 19, Shimomura discloses a method for editing an electronic 
document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 

dividing said electronic document into a plurality of adjacent regions (Abstract, 
col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 45); 

assigning a reference axis for each of said regions (Abstract, col. 1, line 51 - col. 
2, line 45); 

identifying one or more drawings in said document, and assigning each of said 
drawings to one of said regions (col. 7, lines 3-51); 

for each of said drawings, determining a distance to one of said reference axes 
(col. 8, lines 21-30); and 

responsive to a change in a line size of said document, rescaling each of said 
drawings in accordance with a proportion of said change in said line size, and said 
distance to said one of said reference axes (col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 23). 
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However, Shimomura does not explicitly disclose rescaling said drawings in 
accordance with said axes. In the same field of endeavor, Chun discloses determining 
a position at which an amount of image information is reduced, whereby the position is 
an intersecting position of X-axis and Y-axis (Abstract and col. 24, lines 41-45). Since 
Chun disclose a method for dividing an image into a plurality of unit regions and 
reducing each of the unit regions, which is similar to dividing document image into 
image regions of Shimomura, thus they are analogous arts, and therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Chun and Shimomura to include rescaling images in 
accordance with said axes. Chun suggests that by rescaling or reducing the images is 
to transmit and store the images information at high resolution and thus enhancing the 
compaction and storage of images. 

1 1 . Claims 13, 15 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okawa et al. (Okawa), Patent No. 6,397,233 and further in view of Cohn, US 
Patent No. 5,712,995. 

12. As to claims 13, and 15, Okawa discloses a method for editing an electronic 
document containing text and drawings, comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request to modify a line height of said text (Abstract, and col. 6, lines 
28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B); 
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rescaling said text in proportion to said modified line height (Abstract, and col. 6, 
lines 28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B); and 
rescaling said drawing responsive to said request to modify said line height 
(Abstract, and col. 6, lines 28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B). 

However, Okawa does not explicitly disclose determining whether the rescaled 
drawings overlap one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap 
one another, repositioning one or more of said drawings to avoid said overlap. Cohn 
discloses the system automatically resizes or reposition neighboring windows (images) 
to avoiding overlapping of windows (images) (Cohn, col. 2, lines 37-54). Also, it should 
be understood that the "determining whether the rescaled drawings overlap one 
another" is inherent from step of resizing or repositioning images above. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Cohn and Okawa to include determining whether the 
rescaled drawings overlap one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to 
overlap one another, repositioning one or more of said drawings to avoid said overlap to 
enhance display windows (images) and provide better view for users. 

13. As to claim 28, Okawa and Cohn disclose wherein the request to modify the line 
height is a request to increase the line height (Okawa, Abstract, and col. 6, lines 28-63 
and col. 8, lines 22-48 and Figs. 5A-5B and 6A-6B). 
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14. Claims 2-3, 9-11, 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shimomura and Chun as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16, 19 and 23 
above, and further in view of Fukuda et al. (Fukuda), Patent No. 5,867,593. 

15. As to claims 2, 24 and 26, Shimomura and Chun disclose reduction means for 
reducing or scaling down each of the plurality of image regions divided by dividing 
means (Shimomura, col. 2, lines 12-31) as discussed in claims 1 and 12 above. 
However, Shimomura and Chun do not explicitly disclose the steps of: 

determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with one another; 

if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of 
said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. 

Fukuda discloses overlapping region detection 133 detects an overlapping region 
on the basis of the positional relationship of the coordinates, and if there is an 
overlapping region detected, then re-dividing processing 134 re-divides the regions into 
regions having no overlapping region (col. 20, line 36 - col. 21, line 36). Since Fukuda 
disclose image region dividing apparatus which is similar to dividing document image 
into a plurality of image regions of Shimomura and Chun, thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Fukuda and Shimomura and Chun to include determining if said 
rescaled drawings overlap with one another and if said rescaled drawings are 
determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of said drawings such that said 
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overlap no longer exists. By repositioning or re-dividing the regions so overlapping 
problem would not exit, and that would enhance the image region dividing system. 

16. As to claim 3, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda disclose the steps of: 
determining if a size of said repositioned drawings exceeds a predetermined limit 

(Fukuda, col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, Iine13); and if said size is determined to exceed said 
limit, rescaling the repositioned drawings such that said size no longer exceeds said 
limit (Fukuda, col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, Iine13). Since Fukuda disclose image region 
dividing apparatus which is similar to dividing document image into a plurality of image 
regions of Shimomura and Chun, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Fukuda 
and Shimomura and Chun to include determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with 
one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one 
or more of said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. By repositioning or re- 
dividing the regions so overlapping problem would not exit, and that would enhance the 
image region dividing system. 

17. As to claim 9, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda disclose wherein said drawings 
each include an anchor point (Fukuda, Fig. 19 shows images 135 and 136 each 
includes a center point that includes x and y coordinates. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda to include an anchor point for each image. 
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The motivation for using anchor point for each image is to allow user either to move 
image around or to modify image based on the anchor point). 

18. As to claim 10, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda disclose wherein said anchor 
point is a center of said drawing (Fukuda, Fig. 19 shows images 135 and 136 each 
includes a center point that includes x and y coordinates. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda to include an anchor point for each image. 
The motivation for using anchor point for each image is to allow user either to move 
image around or to modify image based on the anchor point). 

19. As to claim 11, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda disclose wherein said anchor 
point is a corner of said drawing (Fukuda, Fig. 19 also shows the images 135 and 136 
each has an anchor point at the corner of said drawing. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda to include an anchor point at the corner for 
each image. The motivation for using anchor point for each image is to allow user 
either to move image around or to modify image based on the anchor point). 

20. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shimomura and Chun as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16, 19 and 23 above, Fukuda et 
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al. (Fukuda), Patent No. 5,867,593 as applied to claims 2-3, 9-1 1 , 24 and 26 above, and 
further in view of Mott et al. (Mott), Patent No. 6,326,970. 

21. As to claims 4 and 5, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda disclose the limitations as 
discussed in claims 2 and 3 above. However, Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda do not 
explicitly disclose wherein said predetermined limit is a page width and/or a distance 
between a right margin and a left margin of said document. Mott discloses a web page 
is reduced to fit within a specified threshold such as the horizontal margins (left margin 
and right margin) of the display (Abstract and col. 2, line 59 - col. 3, line 37). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Mott and Shimomura, Chun and Fukuda to include 
predetermined limit is a page width and/or a distance between a right margin and a left 
margin of said document. Mott's system retains the original look and feel of the web 
page while allowing the web page to fit within a selected horizontal width without the 
use of horizontal scroll bars. 

22. Claims 17-18 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shimomura and Chun as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 above, and 
further in view of Mott et al. (Mott), Patent No. 6,326,970. 

23. As to claim 17 and 25, Shimomura and Chun, however, does not explicitly 
disclose the steps of: responsive to said change in said line size of said document, 
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repositioning one or more of said drawings, such that a portion of said drawing is 
displayed on a first page of said document, and a portion of said drawing is displayed 
on a second page of said document. Mott discloses a web page has embed element 
that includes image data is reduced in size to fit within a specified threshold such as the 
horizontal margins of a screen, and any vertical portion of the web page overlapping the 
vertical margin is access through a vertical scroll bar or similar technique (one page and 
then next page) (Abstract, col. 2, line 59 - col. 3, line 37). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Mott and Shimomura and Chun to include changing a size of a document 
by repositioning or rescaling the document (including embedded image), and if the first 
page does not hold the whole rescaled document, then the second page will display the 
rest. Mott's system retains the original look and feel of the web page while allowing the 
web page to fit within a selected horizontal width without the use of horizontal scroll 
bars. 

24. As to claim 18, Shimomura, Chun and Mott disclose the step of displaying one or 
more indicators on said first page indicating the existence of said portion of one or more 
of said drawings displayed on said second page (Mott, Abstract, col. 2, 159 - col. 3, line 
37: Mott discloses a web page has embed element that includes image data is reduced 
in size to fit within a specified threshold such as the horizontal margins of a screen, and 
any vertical portion of the web page overlapping the vertical margin is access through a 
vertical scroll bar or similar technique (one page and then next page) (Abstract, col. 2, 
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I59 - col. 3, line 37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Mott and Shimomura and 
Chun to include changing a size of a document by repositioning or rescaling the 
document (including embedded image), and if the first page does not hold the whole 
rescaled document, then the second page will display the rest. Mott's system retains 
the original look and feel of the web page while allowing the web page to fit within a 
selected horizontal width without the use of horizontal scroll bars). 

25. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okawa 
et al. (Okawa) and Cohn, and further in view of Fukuda et al. (Fukuda), Patent No. 
5,867,593. 

26. As to claim 14, Okawa and Cohn disclose the limitations as discussed in claim 13 
and 15. However, Okawa and Cohn do not explicitly disclose the steps of: determining 
if said rescaled drawings overlap with one another; if said rescaled drawings are 
determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of said drawings such that said 
overlap no longer exists. 

Fukuda discloses overlapping region detection 133 detects an overlapping region 
on the basis of the positional relationship of the coordinates, and if there is an 
overlapping region detected, then re-dividing processing 134 re-divides the regions into 
regions having no overlapping region (col. 20, line 36 - col. 21, line 36). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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combine the teachings of Fukuda and Okawa to include determining if said rescaled 
drawings overlap with one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to 
overlap, repositioning one or more of said drawings such that said overlap no longer 
exists. By repositioning or re-dividing the regions so overlapping problem would not 
exit, and that would enhance the image region dividing system. 

27. Claims 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shimomura and further in view of Colleran et al. (Colleran), Patent No. 6,075,532. 

28. As to claims 20, 22 Shimomura discloses a method for editing an electronic 
document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 

dividing said document into a plurality of adjacent regions, each region having a 
reference axis (Abstract, col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 45); 

However, Shimomura does not explicitly disclose determining a bounding box for 
a new drawing to be added to said document; identifying an anchor point for said new 
drawing; and storing an offset value representing a distance between said new drawing 
and one of said reference axes. Colleran discloses a boundary box is specified before 
a character in a frame of an animated sequence (new drawing) is displayed in a 
rectangle 304 (document), and the rectangle 304 is divided into two regions 301 and 
302, and storing bitmap portion of the image and determining the area within the 
boundary box (Fig. 4 and col. 8, lines 46 - col. 9, line 52). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
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teachings of Colleran and Shimomura to include determining a bounding box for a new 
drawing to be added to said document; identifying an anchor point for said new drawing; 
and storing an offset value representing a distance between said new drawing and one 
of said reference axes. Colleran's system improves the efficiency of redrawing of 
animated characters on a desktop in a windows-based operating system. 

29. As to claim 21, Shimomura and Colleran disclose wherein said bounding box 
encompasses an existing drawing and a newly-added drawing (Colleran, col. 7, lines 
17-41: Colleran discloses a boundary box is specified before a character in a frame of 
an animated sequence (new drawing) is displayed in a rectangle 304 (document), and 
the rectangle 304 is divided into two regions 301 and 302, and storing bitmap portion of 
the image and determining the area within the boundary box (Fig. 4 and col. 8, lines 46 
- col. 9, line 52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Colleran and Shimomura to 
include determining a bounding box for a new drawing to be added to said document; 
identifying an anchor point for said new drawing; and storing an offset value 
representing a distance between said new drawing and one of said reference axes. 
Colleran's system improves the efficiency of redrawing of animated characters on a 
desktop in a windows-based operating system). 
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30. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shimomura and Chun and further in view of Colleran et al. (Colleran), Patent No. 
6,075,532. 

31. As to claim 27, however, Shimomura and Chun do not explicitly disclose 
determining whether a bounding box for a new drawing overlaps a bounding box of an 
existing drawing, and if said overlap exits, defining a new bounding box containing both 
said new drawing and said existing drawing. Colleran discloses a boundary box is 
specified before a character in a frame of an animated sequence (new drawing) is 
displayed in a rectangle 304 (document), and the rectangle 304 is divided into two 
regions 301 and 302, and storing bitmap portion of the image and determining the area 
within the boundary box (Fig. 4 and col. 8, lines 46 - col. 9, line 52). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Colleran and Shimomura and Chun to include determining whether a 
bounding box for a new drawing overlaps a bounding box of an existing drawing, and if 
said overlap exits, defining a new bounding box containing both said new drawing and 
said existing drawing. Colleran's system improves the efficiency of redrawing of 
animated characters on a desktop in a windows-based operating system. 

Response to Arguments 



In the remarks, applicant(s) argued in substance that 
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A) Shimomura lacks a teaching or suggestion of rescaling the drawings proportional to 
the modification in line size in claims 1 and 23. 

As to point A, Shimomura discloses the sizes of the blocks (image is divided into 
small blocks) are reduced so that a circumscribed rectangular frame in the block is 
reduced, and the same processing of forming a new circumscribed rectangular frame 
(line size) is applied to each of the blocks to redefine a block by reducing its size (col. 4, 
line 10 - col. 6, line 61 and Fig. 2). Since the Applicant(s) did not define or specify the 
line size in the drawings of claim 1, therefore, Examiner has interpreted that the 
circumscribed rectangular frame of each block is the line size of each block. 

B) Shimomura lacks a teaching or suggestion "rescaling each of the drawings in 
accordance with the axes" in claims 1,16 and 23. 

As to point B, Applicant's arguments are substantially directed to the amended 
subject matters, which have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. Please see the rejection for claims 1,16 and 23 above. 

C) The prior art does not teach determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with 
one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one 
or more of said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. 



Application/Control Number: 09/91 8 f 722 Page 1 8 

Art Unit: 2176 

As to point C, Fukuda discloses overlapping region detection 133 detects an 
overlapping region on the basis of the positional relationship of the coordinates 
(considered as determining drawings overlap with one another), and if there is an 
overlapping region detected, then re-dividing processing 134 re-divides (reposition) the 
regions into regions having no overlapping region (col. 20, line 36 - col. 21, line 36). In 
addition, Examiner's made a new ground of rejection for claim 13 that includes the 
same limitation argued in point C. For the new ground of the rejection, Cohn discloses 
in col. 2, lines 37-54 that determining whether the rescaled drawings overlap one 
another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap one another, 
repositioning one or more of said drawings to avoid said overlap. Cohn discloses the 
system automatically resizes or reposition neighboring windows (images) to avoiding 
overlapping of windows (images) (Cohn, col. 2, lines 37-54). Also, it should be 
understood that the "determining whether the rescaled drawings overlap one another" is 
inherent from step of resizing or repositioning images to avoid overlapping images 
above because in order to make the decision whether or not to resize or reposition 
images, there must be a determination step to see there are any overlapping images. 

D) There are no motivation or incentive to combine Shimomura and Fukuda references. 

As to point D, in response to applicants argument that there is no suggestion to 
combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
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claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
Shimomura discloses dividing document image into image regions, which is similar to 
image region dividing apparatus of Fukuda, thus Shimomura and Fukuda are analogous 
arts. Therefore, it must have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Fukuda and Shimomura to include 
steps rescaled drawings overlap with one another and if said rescaled drawings are 
determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of said drawings such that said 
overlap no longer exists. By repositioning or re-dividing the regions so overlapping 
problem would not exit, and that would enhance the image region dividing system. 

E) "Applicants submit that one skilled in the art would not have modified Shimomura 
with Mott to obtain the invention of claims 17, 18 and 25." 

As to point E, in response to applicant's argument that "one skilled in the art 
would not have modified Shimomura with Mott to obtain the invention of claims 17, 18 
and 25", the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference 
may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the 
claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. 
Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would have 
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suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). In this case, since the first reference (Shimomura) discloses 
dividing or reducing an image into a plurality of small region images, and one of ordinary 
skill in the art would understand that by dividing an image into a plurality of regions so it 
would be easier to modify or interact with small images than big images. Mott discloses 
web page (image) is reduced in size by embedding element that includes image data is 
reduced in size to fit within the horizontal margins of a screen, and any vertical portion 
of the web page overlapping the vertical margin is access through a vertical scroll bar 
showing one page and then next page. Since both Shimomura and Mott disclose 
modify images, they are analogous arts, and thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Shimomura and 
Mott references together. 

F) "Applicants asserted that one skilled in the art would not have modified Shimomura 
with Colleran". 

As to point F, in response to applicant's argument that "one skilled in the art 
would not have modified Shimomura with Colleran", the test for obviousness is not 
whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the 
structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly 
suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined 
teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. 
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See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). In this case, since the 
first reference (Shimomura) discloses dividing or reducing an image into a plurality of 
small region images, and one of ordinary skill in the art would understand that by 
dividing an image into a plurality of regions so it would be easier to modify or interact 
with small images than big images. Colleran discloses redrawing (modifying) area of 
images to provide new and improved images, which is similar to the field of 
dividing/reducing (modifying) images of Shimomura. Since both Shimomura and Mott 
disclose modify images, they are analogous arts, and thus it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Shimomura and Mott references together. 

32. Applicant's arguments filed 08/03/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Also, Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 6-8, 12-13, 15-16, 
19, 23, and 28 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. Please see the rejection and response to arguments above. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chau Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4092. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 5:30 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571) 272-4136. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. On July 15, 2005, the Central Facsimile (FAX) Number will 
change from 703-872-9306 to 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Chau Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2176 




